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(Unless otherwise noted, all details in this inspection report were obtained from conversations 
with Mr. Alan Skinner, Director of City Services for the City of Soda Springs, ID and Mr. Kelly 
Hill, Wastewater Treatment Plant Supervisor) 
 

I. Facility Information 
 

Facility Name:   City of Soda Springs, ID Wastewater Treatment Plant 
(Facility)  

 
Facility Type:  Sewage Treatment Plant 
 
Facility Location:  500 Big Springs Road 

Soda Springs, ID  83276 
    Latitude: +42.6461 
    Longitude: -111.6094 

 
Mailing Address:  9 West 2nd South 
    Soda Springs, ID  83276 
 
Facility Contacts:   Alan Skinner, Director of City Services 
          
Facility Numbers:  Ph: (208) 547-2600 (City Hall) 
 

Fax: (208) 547-2601 
 

Permit Number:  ID-002081-8 
     

Permit Status: The current permit became effective December 21, 2001 
and expired on December 21, 2006.  The City reapplied in 
July 2006 and the permit is administratively extended. 

 
SIC Code:    4952 
 

II. Inspection Information 
 

Inspection Date/Time: March 13, 2012  9:00 AM to 5:30 PM 
 

Inspectors:   David Domingo (EPA) and Craig Borrenpohl (IDEQ, 
Pocatello) 

 
Weather:   Sunny 
 
Purpose: Determination of compliance with the NPDES Permit and 

the Clean Water Act 
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III. Inspection Entry 
 

This was an announced inspection.  Mr. Skinner was contacted the week prior to the 
March 13th inspection date and emailed a copy of the status report developed by EPA 
(see Attachment D). 
 
I met Mr. Hill and Mr. Skinner at the Facility at approximately 9:00 AM.  The City’s 
engineering consultant, Mr. David Noel, Forsgren Associates, joined us at 
approximately 9:30 AM. 
 
I presented my credentials and discussed the purpose of the visit with Mr. Hill and 
Mr. Skinner prior to the inspection.  I was not denied access to the Facility. 
 
I was accompanied throughout the inspection by Mr. Hill and Mr. Skinner. 
  

IV. Inspection Chronology 
 

On March 13, 2012, the inspection began with an entry interview, followed by a file 
review and tour of the Facility which is located on the south side of the City at 500 
Big Springs Road (see Attachment A).  The Facility tour included an inspection of the 
treatment units and a review of the sample collection and analytical procedures at the 
onsite laboratory.  As part of the file review, the Facility’s quality assurance plan 
(QAP), the operation and maintenance (O&M) manual and discharge monitoring 
reports (DMRs) were reviewed.  Mr. Hill is the lead, certified operator responsible for 
sample collection and onsite analysis.  Mr. Hill is also responsible for filling out the 
DMRs and Mr. Skinner is responsible for signing the DMRs. 
 
The inspection then concluded with an exit interview where I pointed out the areas of 
concern I observed during the inspection. 
 

V. Owner and Operator Information 
 

The Facility is currently owned and operated by the City of Soda Springs, Idaho. 
 

VI. Background 
 

The permit authorizes the Facility to discharge through outfall 001 to the Bear River.  
Based on the July 2006 permit reapplication submitted by the City, the Facility 
receives wastewater primarily from local residents and commercial establishments.  
The current service population is approximately 3,058 and the Facility has a design 
flow of 1.7 million gallons per day (MGD) and an actual annual average daily flow of 
1.08 MGD. 
 
The collection system is 100% separated sanitary sewer. 
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VII. Waste Management Process 
 

The Facility is a mechanical treatment plant that is undergoing several phases of 
improvements.  The upgrades include construction of a new headworks building that 
contains fine screen units which started up in March 2012.  This unit is replacing the 
existing comminutor and primary clarifier.  Wastewater currently flows from the 
headworks, the comminutor and primary clarifier before going to the aeration basins.  
Wastewater flows into the clarifier basins and then into the chlorine contact basins 
prior to discharging to the Bear River.  According to Mr. Skinner, upcoming Facility 
improvements include replacing chlorine with UV disinfection and upgrading the 
secondary treatment units. 
 
At the time of inspection, all treatment units were operational.  See Attachment B for 
photo documentation of the units. 
 

VIII. Facility Sample Collection and Analyses 
 

The sample collection and onsite analyses are conducted by several individuals 
including Mr. Hill. 
 
The parameters analyzed onsite using monitoring equipment include flow (influent), 
pH, total residual chlorine (TRC), temperature and dissolved oxygen. 
 
Biochemical oxygen demand (BOD), total suspended solids (TSS), total ammonia 
and Escherichia coli (E. coli) analyses for samples collected from the Facility are 
analyzed by an outside laboratory (i.e. IAS Enviro-Chem, 3314 Poleline Road, 
Pocatello, ID 83201 Ph: (208) 237-3300. 
 
See Attachment B for photo documentation of the City’s QAP. 
 

IX. Areas of Concern 
 

This inspection included a review of the treatment system, the sample collection and 
analyses procedures, and documentation required by the Permit.  During the course of 
this inspection, I observed and identified the following areas of concern: 
 

A. Part I.A (Table 1) of the Permit specifies that the permittee must collect 24-hour 
composite samples for BOD, TSS, total ammonia, nitrate-nitrite, total phosphorus, 
arsenic, cadmium, copper, lead, nickel, zinc and whole effluent toxicity.  Part V of the 
Permit specifies that a "24-hour composite" sample shall mean a flow proportioned 
mixture of at least three discrete samples collected over a 24 hour period.  At the time 
of the inspection, the City was collecting time proportioned samples (i.e. ~ 225 ml 
every hour).  My concern is the City was not collecting flow proportioned 24-hour 
composite samples as specified in Part I.A of the Permit. 
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B. Quality Assurance Plan (QAP) Part I.E of the Permit specifies that the permittee 
develop and implement a QAP for all monitoring required by the Permit. At a 
minimum, the QAP must include the following:  
 
a. Details on the number of samples, type of sample containers, preservation of 

samples, holding times, analytical methods, analytical detection and quantitation 
limits for each target compound, type and number of quality assurance field 
samples, precision and accuracy requirements, sample preparation requirements, 
sample shipping methods, and laboratory data delivery requirements. 

b. Map(s) indicating the location of each sampling point. 
c. Qualification and training of personnel. 
d. Name(s), address(es), and telephone number(s) of laboratories used by the 

permittee. 
 
In addition, the permittee must use the EPA approved quality assurance/quality 
control (QA/QC) and chain-of-custody procedures described in EPA’s Requirements 
for Quality Assurance Project Plans, EPA-QA/R-5 and Guidance for Quality 
Assurance Project Plans, EPA QA/G-5.  At the time of the inspection, the QAP did 
not specify EPA approved analytical methods, holding times and sample preservation 
temperatures.  My concern is the QAP did not include all the information specified in 
Part I.E of the Permit. 

 
C. Infiltration/Inflow Study Part I.G of the Permit specifies the City must submit results 

of the Infiltration/Inflow (I/I) study with the next permit application due 180 days 
prior to the expiration date of the Permit.  According to Mr. Skinner, Keller and 
Associates submitted the 2006 application on behalf of the City and Mr. Hill and Mr. 
Skinner were unsure if the applicable information was submitted with the 2006 permit 
application.  They believe the analysis was likely done but may be addressed as part 
of the collection system study which was included within the facilities plan.  Upon 
return to EPA’s Region 10 office, the 2006 permit application was reviewed and no 
I/I study was included with the application.  My concern is that the City did not 
submit the I/I study with the 2006 permit application as required in Part I.G of the 
Permit. 
 

D. Reporting of Monitoring Results Parts II.B and IV.E of the Permit specify that the 
permittee must summarize monitoring results each month on the DMR and sign and 
certify that the DMRs are true, accurate and complete.  At the time of the inspection, 
the February 2012 DMR was reviewed along with the corresponding analytical data 
(i.e., operator’s daily log book, certificate of analysis…).  The following deficiencies 
were noted: 

 
a. Monthly average loadings for BOD, TSS, TRC, NH3… were calculated using 

the average monthly flow instead of the corresponding flow on the days 
sampling occurred. 

b. TRC weekly average calculations for the first and last weeks of the month did 
not include all monitoring results within the calendar week.  The calculations 
for these two weeks incorporated monitoring results within the calendar 
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month (i.e. weekly average for the first week was based on concentration and 
loadings results for February 1-3; weekly average for the last week was based 
on concentration and loadings results for February 27-29). 

c. The monthly geometric mean for E. coli was reported as 19 / 100 ml, however 
the correct result is 17 / 100 ml. 

 
My concern is that the City failed to submit true, accurate and complete DMRs as 
required in Parts II.B and IV.E of the Permit. 

 
E. Monitoring Procedures Part II.C of the Permit specifies that monitoring must be 

conducted according to test procedures approved under federal regulations at 40 CFR 
Part 136 or, in the case of sludge use or disposal, approved under 40 CFR Part 503.  
At the time of the inspection, the City’s chain-of-custody forms indicated that the 
temperature of samples received by the contract laboratory on February 7 and 
February 28, 2012 were -1.6°C and 14°C, respectively.  These temperatures are not 
consistent with EPA approved methods which specify sample preservation 
temperature of < 6°C but not frozen for BOD, TSS, NH3... and < 10°C but not frozen 
for E. coli analysis.  My concern is that the City did follow EPA approved methods in 
accordance with Part II.C of the Permit.  Furthermore, failure to follow EPA 
approved methods may yield sample results that may not be representative of the 
volume and nature of the monitored discharge as required in Part II.A of the Permit. 
 

F. Twenty-four Hour Notice of Noncompliance Reporting Part II.G of the Permit 
specifies that the permittee must report within 24 hours from the time the permittee 
becomes aware of specific occurrences including any violation of a maximum daily 
discharge limit for pollutants in Table 1.  In addition, the permittee must submit 
written notice within five days which contains: 

a. any noncompliance that may endanger health or the environment;  
b. any unanticipated bypass that exceeds any effluent limitation in the permit; 
c. any upset that exceeds any effluent limitation in the permit; 
d. any violation of a maximum daily discharge limitation for any of the 

pollutants in Table 1 of Part I.A.; or 
e. any overflow prior to the treatment works, whether or not such overflow 

endangers health or the environment or exceeds any effluent limitation. 
 
According to Mr. Skinner, the City had failed to provide any notification in 
accordance with Part II.G of the Permit in regards to the daily maximum result of 
4.92 mg/l for total ammonia on February 21, 2012.  Upon return to EPA’s Region 10 
office, the NPDES 24-hour hotline database (see Attachment C) was reviewed and no 
24-hour notice was recorded.  My concern is the City did not provide the proper 
notification as specified in Part II.G of the Permit. 

 
G. Signatory Requirements Part IV.E of the Permit specifies that all reports required by 

the Permit and other information requested by the Director shall be signed by the 
ranking elected official (i.e. mayor) or by a duly authorized representative of that 
person.  At the time of the inspection, Mr. Skinner was signing the monthly DMRs.  
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The City and EPA have no written authorization stating Mr. Skinner as a duly 
authorized representative.  My concern is the permittee has not provided written 
authorization as specified in Part IV.E of the Permit. 

 
X. Additional Observations 

 
A. Method Detection Limits Part I.A.1 of the Permit specifies that the permittee must 

use methods that can achieve a method detection limit (MDL) less than the effluent 
limitation.  For parameters that do not have effluent limitations, the permittee must 
use methods that can achieve MDLs less than or equal to those specified in Table 2.  
At the time of the inspection, the QAP did not specify the MDLs for the analytical 
methods used by the City and their contract lab.  My concern is without current 
MDLs specified in the QAP, the City cannot ensure that the analytical methods used 
onsite and by the contract lab can achieve the specified MDLs.  Furthermore, the City 
can readily determine if the detection levels identified on the certificate of analyses 
from contract lab are in compliance with Part I.A.1 of the Permit. 

 
B. Reporting of Monitoring Results Parts II.B and IV.E of the Permit specify that the 

permittee must summarize monitoring results each month on the DMR and sign and 
certify that the DMRs are true, accurate and complete.  The following additional 
observations were noted: 

a. The City reported an instantaneous maximum of 2,419 for E. coli.  The 
certificate of analysis specified “> 2,419”.  My concerns are that the City 
failed to report the actual analytical result and by failing to provide an upper 
range, the reported result may not be accurate nor representative of the actual 
discharge in accordance with Part II.A of the Permit. 

b. The City reports the daily maximum loading for TRC based upon the 
corresponding highest daily maximum concentration result during the month.  
My concern is that pollutant loadings are based on concentration and 
corresponding flow, therefore the highest daily maximum loading may not 
necessarily occur on the same day as the highest daily maximum 
concentration.  Consequently, the City may not accurately report the actual 
highest daily maximum loading during the month. 

c. The City reports “N/A” on the DMRs for metal results but does not clearly 
explain what the term means (e.g. not analyzed, not applicable…).  This 
observation is further complicated in that the preprinted DMRs specify 
semiannual for the applicable metals as specified in Part I.A (Table 1) of the 
Permit.  However, Footnote 8 of Table 1 also specifies that the City must 
sample for the applicable metals within 24 hours of a waste hauler disposing 
at the Facility and sample collections must be at least 3 months apart.  
According to Mr. Hill, discharges from waste haulers are not on a prescribed 
schedule and there may be times in which a discharge may not occur within 
the semiannual timeframe.  My concern is that the City does not clearly define 
the term “N/A” and provide an adequate written explanation as required in 
Part II.H of the Permit of the circumstances in which the City is unable to 
comply with the semiannual sample frequency for metals. 
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d. Part. I.A of the Permit specifies the City must monitor effluent continuously.  
The City monitors and reports only influent flow and reports “N/A” on the 
DMRs for effluent flow.  My concern is that the City does not monitor 
effluent flow as specified in Part I.A of the Permit. 

e. Part I.A of the Permit specifies weekly averages for BOD and TSS.  The City 
has not clearly defined a calendar week (e.g. Monday to Sunday; Saturday to 
Friday, etc.) in applicable documents including the QAP.  This observation is 
further complicated in light of the aforementioned deficiency regarding the 
TRC weekly average calculations for the first and last weeks of the month.  
My concern is the City has not clearly defined a calendar week which will 
assist in calculating weekly averages for those applicable parameters.  

 
C. Monitoring of Hauled Waste Part I.H of the Permit specifies that the City must 

collect manifests from each load of hauled waste discharged to the Facility.  At a 
minimum, the manifest must include: 

a. The name and address of each customer; 
b. A statement that the hauled waste being discharged to the Facility is only 

domestic in nature; and 
c. The signature of the waste hauler. 

 
My concern is that the January 23 and 24, 2012 manifests may not include a 
statement that the hauled waste is only domestic in nature. 
 

D. Compliance Order and Request for Information The May 2011 Request for 
Information and Compliance Order (Docket Number: CWA-10-2011-0088) specified 
the following: 

a. By December 31, 2011, the City shall finish constructing the new headworks 
for the Facility. 

b. By May 31, 2012, City shall install new ultraviolet ("UV") disinfection 
equipment at a temporary location at the Facility and will install a temporary 
raw sewage bypass pipe from the new primary lift station to the existing 
aeration basins. 

c. By November 30, 2012, Respondent shall complete construction of the new 
secondary treatment process. 

d. By April 30, 2013, Respondent shall complete construction of the tertiary 
filtration building. 

e. By April 30, 2013, Respondent shall complete the following upgrades to the 
existing facilities: 

1. Installation of an emergency power generator; 
2. Upgrades to the control building; 
3. Upgrades in the existing chlorination building; 
4. Pump replacement in the thickener building and 
5. Upgrades to the primary digester. 

  
f. By December 31, 2013, Respondent shall achieve full compliance with the 

effluent limitations set forth in the Permit. 



According to Mr. Skinner, flow started through the new headworks on December 21, 
2011. In addition, plans have been submitted to the Pocatello office of IOEQ on 
February 21, 2012 for the proposed UV disinfection system and new secondary and 
tertiary treatment processes. The new secondary treatment process will address NH3 
in the effluent and compliance with current permit limits. The tertiary process will 
address total phosphorus in the effluent. 

E. 	 Additional Inconsistencies in ICIS / Status Report Part LCA of the Pennit 
specifies the pennittee must submit results of the quarterly toxicity tests with the 
monthly OMRs for the third month in the quarter (i.e. March, June, September and 
December). In addition, Part 1.0 of the Pennit specifies the surface water monitoring 
results must be submitted with the next permit application due 180 days prior to the 
expiration date of the Pennit. At the time of the inspection, the City provided the 
WET results and corresponding OMRs and bench sheets with applicable surface water 
monitoring results (see Attachment B for photo documentation). The status report 
provided to the City prior to the inspection (see Attachment 0) specifies that the there 
is no record in EPA's national database, Integrated Compliance Infonnation System 
or ICIS regarding the submittal of surface water monitoring and indicates only one of 
the WET results was received (i.e. due July 10, 2005 and received July 11, 2005). 
According to Mr. Skinner, Keller and Associates submitted the 2006 application on 
behalf of the City and Mr. Hill and Mr. Skinner were unsure if the applicable 
infonnation was submitted with the 2006 pennit application as specified in Part 1.0 of 
the Pennit. Upon return to EPA's Region 10 office, the 2006 pennit application was 
reviewed and both WET and surface water monitoring results were included as part 
of the application. My concern is that the City did not have a copy of the 2006 pennit 
application and could not verify if all applicable infonnation required in Part 1.0 of 
the Pennit were submitted with the application. Furthennore, EPA's database does 
not indicate that the surface monitoring results were submitted with the 2006 
application and the three additional WET results were submitted on the corresponding 
monthly DMRs. 

XI. Inspection Sampling 

Samples were not collected by EP A at the time of this inspection. 

Report Completion Date: 


Lead Inspector Signature: 
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ATTACHMENT A 
 
 
 

Aerial Photographs 
 

City of Soda Springs, Idaho 
Wastewater Treatment Facility 

 
 (March 13, 2012 Inspection) 
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Aerial photograph of the City of Soda Springs, ID wastewater treatment plant.  Facility is located 
on the south side of the City at 500 Big Springs Road and discharges effluent to the Bear River. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Aerial photograph of the City of Soda Springs, ID wastewater treatment plant.  Facility is located 
on the south side of the City at 500 Big Springs Road and discharges effluent to the Bear River.
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ATTACHMENT B 

 
 
 

Photograph Documentation 
 

City of Soda Springs, Idaho 
Wastewater Treatment Facility 

 
 (March 13, 2012 Inspection) 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at  
at Best Management Practices Plan for the Facility. the Quality Assurance Plan (QAP) for the Facility. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at  
map in the QAP which identifies the surface water monitoring locations. map in the QAP which identifies the influent and effluent monitoring 
 locations. 
 
 
 
 



16 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at  
the QAP for the City’s contract lab, IES-EnviroChem. the City’s QAP which describes steps for onsite analysis including 
 calibration of field equipment according to manufacturer’s 
 instructions. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at  
the City’s QAP which describes qualification and training of personnel. the City’s QAP which describes sampling method requirements as  
 well as sample handling and custody requirements. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the February 2012 DMR.  Note the City 
used the average monthly flow of 0.84 mgd to calculate the average monthly loadings for BOD and TSS instead 
of using the corresponding flow on the day sampling occurred.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the February 2012 DMR.  Note the City 
reported a monthly geometric mean of 19; however the correct value is 17 / 100 ml.  In addition, the City 
reported 2,419 / 100 ml for the instantaneous maximum; however according to Mr. Hill, the contract lab 
reported “> 2,419 / 100 ml”. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the February 2012 DMR.  Note the City 
used the average monthly flow of 0.84 mgd to calculate the average monthly loading for NH3 instead of using 
the corresponding flow on the day sampling occurred. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the operator’s log book for February 2012.  
Note the average monthly flow of 0.84 mgd.  For calculating the average monthly result for BOD, the City used 
“0” for the “< 2” result on February 15 which is consistent with Part I.A.2 of the Permit. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the February 7, 2012 chain of custody 
form.  Note the temperature of the cooler when samples were received by the contract laboratory was -1.6°C.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the February 7, 2012 chain of custody 
form.  Note the temperature of the cooler when samples were received by the contract laboratory was -1.6°C. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the February 28, 2012 chain of custody 
form.  Note the temperature of the cooler when samples were received by the contract laboratory was 14°C. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the February 28, 2012 chain of custody 
form.  Note the temperature of the cooler when samples were received by the contract laboratory was 14°C. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the September 2005 DMR which includes 
the August 2005 WET testing results submitted in accordance with Part I.C.4 of the Permit. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the December 2005 DMR which includes 
the October 2005 WET testing results submitted in accordance with Part I.C.4 of the Permit. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the June 2005 WET testing results 
submitted in accordance with Part I.C.4 of the Permit. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the March 2005 WET testing results 
submitted in accordance with Part I.C.4 of the Permit. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at  
the March 2005 WET testing results. the June 2005 WET testing results. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at  
the August 2005 WET testing results. the October 2005 WET testing results. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the operator’s log book for the 
downstream sampling results for the Bear River. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the operator’s log book for the upstream 
sampling results for the Bear River. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at  
the January 23, 2012 waste haulers manifest as required in Part I.H of the January 24, 2012 waste haulers manifest as required in Part I.H of 
the Permit.  Note that the manifest requires the address where waste  the Permit.  Note that the manifest requires the address where waste 
was generated and the common name of the waste but does not contain was generated and the common name of the waste but does not contain 
a specific statement that the hauled waste being discharged is only a specific statement that the hauled waste being discharged is only 
domestic in nature. domestic in nature. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at  
March 17, 2011 correspondence describing the status of facility upgrades. April 13, 2011 correspondence describing the status of facility 
 upgrades. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the 
looking at June 27, 2011 correspondence describing the status pH meter for the Facility. 
of facility upgrades.  
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at  
the pH 4.0 buffer used to calibrate the meter.  Note the expiration date the pH 4.0 buffer used to calibrate the meter.  Note the expiration date 
of December 2012. of May 2012.
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at  
the pH 7.0 buffer used to calibrate the meter.  Note the expiration date the total residual chlorine meter at the Facility. 
of October 2013.  
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the new headworks for the Facility.  Influent passes through the fine screening 
unit (location ) and then an influent composite sample is collected (location ).  The fine screening unit replaces the old comminutor and primary 
clarifier (see below).  Wastewater flows from the headworks to the old comminutor, primary clarifier and then to the aeration basins. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at  
the influent composite sampler.  According to Mr. Hill, the City was   the temperature log for the influent composite sampler. 
collecting time-proportioned samples (i.e. ~ 225 ml every hour). 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the old 
looking at the old comminutor which will be replaced by the   primary clarifier which will be replaced by the fine screening unit.  Wastewater 
fine screening unit.  Wastewater flows from the comminutor flows from the old primary clarifier to the aeration basins. 
to the old primary clarifier and then to the aeration basins. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the old ABF wet well.  Wastewater flows 
from the old primary clarifier into the wet well and then to the aeration basins. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
       
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the aeration basins (locations  and ).  
Wastewater flows from the aeration basins to the clarifier tanks (location ) and then to the chlorine contact 
basins. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the aeration basins.  Wastewater flows 
from the aeration basins to the clarifier tanks and then to the chlorine contact basins. 
 
 
         
 
 
 
 
 
 
              
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the clarifier tanks (locations  and ).  
Wastewater flows from the clarifier tanks to the chlorine contact basins.  Solids from the clarifier tanks are 
treated in the primary and secondary digesters (location ). 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the chlorine contact basins.  Wastewater flows from the contact basins through 
outfall 001 to the Bear River. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at  
the effluent composite sampler.  According to Mr. Hill, the City was   the temperature log for the effluent composite sampler. 
collecting time-proportioned samples (i.e. ~ 225 ml every hour).
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 
13, 2012 looking at the 150 lb chlorine gas 
cylinders used to disinfect the wastewater.  The 
gas is mixed with water and injected prior to the 
chlorine contact basin.  According to Mr. Hill, 
the City is aware of the Clean Air Act 
regulations under Section 112(r) and the 
threshold quantities for chlorine gas stored 
onsite.  At the time of the inspection, the City 
maintained only three full cylinders and the 
remaining cylinders (next photo) are empty. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the empty 150 lb chlorine gas cylinders. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on 
March 13, 2012 looking at the 150 lb sulfur 
dioxide gas cylinders used to dechlorinate the 
wastewater prior to discharge to the Bear River.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the empty 150 lb sulfur dioxide gas 
cylinders. 
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Photograph by David Domingo (EPA) on March 13, 2012 looking at the sludge drying beds on the south side of 
the Facility.
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ATTACHMENT C 
 
 
 

NPDES 24-hour hotline database 
 

City of Soda Springs, Idaho 
Wastewater Treatment Facility 

 
 (March 13, 2012 Inspection) 
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ATTACHMENT D 
 
 
 

Status Report 
 

City of Soda Springs, Idaho 
Wastewater Treatment Facility 

 
 (March 13, 2012 Inspection) 
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Facility Information 
Permit # ID0020818 
Name City of Soda Springs 
Mayor Kirk L. Hansen 
Mailing Address 9 West 2nd South 

Soda Springs, Idaho 83276 
Facility Address 500 Big Spring Road 

Soda Spring, ID 83276 
(208) 397-4161 

Population  3,058 
Receiving Water Bear River 
Water Quality 
Limited Segment 
[Fact Sheet] 

The state of Idaho has listed this segment of the Bear River as limited for nutrients and 
sediment, which are both pollutants of concern with this discharge. 

Previous Letters • Compliance Order & Information Request May 26, 2011, Deadlines: 
• December 31, 2011: finish constructing new head works for facility 
• May 31, 2012: install new UV disinfection at temp location and install temp 

raw sewage bypass pipe from new primary lift station to existing aeration 
basins 

• November 30, 2012: complete construction of new secondary treatment 
process 

• April 30, 2013: complete construction of tertiary filtration building 
• April 30, 2013: a)installation of an emergency power generator, b) upgrades 

to control building, c) 
upgrades in existing chlorination building, d) pump replacement in thickener 
building, e) upgrades to primary digester 

• December 31, 2013: achieve full compliance with effluent limits in permit 
• NOV November 23, 2004 (Concerning permit compliance schedules) 

Efforts • Letter from City Received via Email November 18, 2010 (October 21, 2010 & 
September 13, 2010): 
• Received a categorical exclusion and now is in a position to proceed with 

engineering, bidding and construction 
• The hearing for judicial confirmation was held September 1, 2010 before 

Judge Mitchell brown. He agreed with Soda Springs position and granted the 
judicial confirmation for the additional $5.3 million to fully fund the project 

• Letter attached to 6/10 DMR from City Received July 12, 2010: 
• Completed preliminary engineering report to update IDEQ on proposed 

changes to approved project for upgrading the WWTP 
• Has retained bond council, approved w/ Judicial confirmation, filed w/ court 

to proceed w/ hearing in early August 2010, for additional $5.3 million to 
complete project 

• Letter attached to 5/10 DMR from City Received June 11, 2010: 
• Completed the second public hearing on funding of WWTP project 
• City council approved hiring bond council and moving forward with judicial 

confirmation for $5.3 million for a total project cost of $12.0 million 
(estimated) 

• Letter attached to 4/10, 3/10, 2/10, 1/10, 12/09, 11/09, 10/09, 9/09, 8/09, 6/09, 
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5/09, 4/09, 3/09, 2/09, 1/09, 12/08, 11/08, 10/08, 9/08, 8/08, 8/08, 7/08 DMR 
from City: 
• Plant not originally designed to remove ammonia, City has passed a $6.7 

million bond to remedy the situation, until then will have limited ammonia 
success, upgrades on hold till get a new engineering firm 

• Letter attached to 6/08, 5/08, 4/08, 3/08, 2/08  DMR from City: 
• Plant not originally designed to remove ammonia, City has passed a $6.7 

million bond to remedy the situation, until then will have limited ammonia 
success, upgrades on hold till get a new engineering firm 

• Plant upgrades to begin in Summer 2008 
• Letter attached to 1/08, 12/07, 11/07, 10/07, 9/07  DMR from City: 

• Plant not originally designed to remove ammonia, City has passed a $6.7 
million bond to remedy the situation, until then will have limited ammonia 
success, upgrades on hold till get a new engineering firm 

• Plant upgrades to begin in Spring 2008 
• Letter attached to 8/07, 7/07, 6/07, 5/07, 4/07, 3/07 DMR from City: 

• Plant not originally designed to remove ammonia, City has passed a $6.7 
million bond to remedy the situation, until then will have limited ammonia 
success, upgrades on hold till get a new engineering firm 

• Plant upgrades to begin in Spring 2007 
Permit Review 
Permit Signed November 16, 2001 
Permit Effective December 21, 2001 
Permit Expired December 21, 2006 
Expired?  
Re Application? Received Application July 5, 2006 
New Permit/ 
Extended? 

Administratively Extended 

EPA Response to 
Application 

May 4, 2007 Permit continues to be effective 

Surface Water 
Monitoring Reports 

 

QAP Notification 
(due 3/21/02) 

Received March 28, 2002 [ICIS] 

Hauled Waste 
Notification  

 (Page 15) Monitoring of Hauled Waste 
1. Permittee must collect manifests for each load of hauled waste discharged to the POTW. At a 
minimum, the manifest must include: 

1. the name and address of each customer; 
2. a statement that the hauled waste being discharged to the POTW 
is only domestic in nature; and 
3. the signature of the waste hauler. 

2. Twice per year for three years, permittee must sample one load of hauled waste for the parameters in 
Table 1 that have a sample frequency of twice per year in accordance with the analytical testing 
requirements in Table 2. Permittee must submit the analytical results and a copy of the manifest for the 
hauled waste with the DMR in the month in which the sample collection occurred. This monitoring 
shall be coordinated with the effluent monitoring for metals. 
Due Date Received 
July 10, 2002 September 9, 2002 [ICIS] 
May 27, 2003 June 9, 2003 [ICIS] 
June 2, 2004 July 13, 2004 [ICIS] 
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September 22, 2004 October 12, 2004 [ICIS] 
 

Toxic Reports 
 

Part 1 (Table 1, foot note10) Whole Effluent Toxicity, once per quarter, Sampling may occur only during 
the year 2005. See Part VI for the definition of quarter.  
(Page 11) The permittee must submit the results of the quarterly toxicity tests with the discharge 
monitoring reports (DMR) for the third month in the quarter (i.e., March, June, September, and 
December). 
Due Date Received 
April 10, 2005  
July 10, 2005 July 11, 2005 [ICIS] 
September 10, 2005  
January 10, 2006  

 

I/I Report (due 
6/21/06) 

No report submitted [ICIS] 
(Page 15) 
1. During the effective period of this permit, the permittee must conduct and infiltration/inflow (I/I) 
study to determine if the low influent concentrations are due to excessive I/I as defined by 40 CFR Part 
35.2005(b)(16). The study must provide the total influent flow (wastewater plus I/I) in gallons per capita 
per day. 
2. The permittee must submit the results of this study with their application to renew this permit, 180 
days prior to the expiration date of this permit. 

DMR Review 
DMR Review Date 
Range 

March 2007 – December 2011 

Compliance Schedule The permittee must achieve compliance with the total ammonia effluent limitations of 
Part I.A for Outfall 001 (Table I-1), by December 31, 2004. Until compliance with the 
effluent limits is achieved, at a minimum, the permittee must  
complete the tasks required in Table 3. 

Missing DMRs None 
Semi Annual (DMR 
reporting: Nitrite plus 
nitrate & phosphorus) 

2011: 3/11, 7/11 
2010: 4/10, 8/10 
2009: 6/09, 9/09 
2008: 4/08, 10/08 
2007: 6/07, 10/07 

Quarterly (DMR 
reporting: Arsenic, 
Nickel, Zinc, 
Cadmium, Lead & 
Copper) 

2011: 3/11, 5/11, 8/11, 10/11 
2010: 3/10, 6/10, 9/10, 10/10 
2009: 2/09, 6/09, 8/09, 10/09 
2008: 2/08, 5/08, 8/08, 10/08 
2007: 3/07, 5/07, 8/07, 10/07 

DMRs sent late None 
Missing Info  & Data Entry Errors 

 
Month Parameter Limit Inputted  

March 2007 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
April 2007 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
May 2007 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
June 2007 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
July 2007 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 

August 2007 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
September 2007 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 

October 2007 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
November 2007 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
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December 2007 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
January 2008 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 

February 2008 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
March 2008 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
April 2008 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
May 2008 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
June 2008 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
July 2008 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 

August 2008 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
September 2008 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 

October 2008 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
November 2008 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
December 2008 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 

January 2009 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
February 2009 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 

March 2009 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
April 2009 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
May 2009 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
June 2009 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
July 2009 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 

August 2009 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
September 2009 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 

October 2009 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
November 2009 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
December 2009 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 

January 2010 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
February 2010 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 

March 2010 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
April 2010 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
May 2010 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
June 2010 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
July 2010 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 

August 2010 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
September 2010 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 

October 2010 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
November 2010 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
December 2010 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 

January 2011 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
February 2011 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 

March 2011 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
April 2011 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
May 2011 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
June 2011 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
July 2011 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 

August 2011 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
September 2011 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 

October 2011 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
November 2011 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
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December 2011 Flow (Effluent Gross) Req. Mon. N/A Daily Maximum 
 

DMR violations 
within permit 

1,596 

Inspection Review 
Inspection Date June 15, 2009 
Inspector Mary Eileen Hileman 
Inspected By EPA 
On Site 
Representative 

Kelly Hill, WWTP Superintendent  (208) 547-2609 
Alan Skinner, Director of City Services (208) 547-2600 

Inspection 
Commentary 

• The QAP did not include information on EnviroChem (no QA/QC, no 
qualification statements, etc) 

• No SPCC plan 
• WWTP does not have an effluent flow meter and uses the influent flow for the 

effluent flow number 
• Chain of Custody forms for samples sent to EnviroChem are kept by the lab and 

not returned to the facility. Without COCs the facility cannot verify when 
samples were received and sample preservation temperatures upon arrival. 

 
 

Month Pollutant Effluent 
Limitation 

Value Reported 
in DMR 

Limit Type 

March 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 30 lb/day 33 lb/day Monthly Average 
March 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 49 lb/day Daily Maximum 
March 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 3.90 mg/l Monthly Average 
March 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 5.80 mg/l Daily Maximum 
April 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 58 lb/day Daily Maximum 
April 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 3.30 mg/l Monthly Average 
April 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 7.60 mg/l Daily Maximum 
May 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 3.10 mg/l Monthly Average 
May 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 5.60 mg/l Daily Maximum 
June 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 51 lb/day Daily Maximum 
June 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 3.20 mg/l Monthly Average 
June 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 6.60 mg/l Daily Maximum 
July 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 3.10 mg/l Monthly Average 
July 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 5.20 mg/l Daily Maximum 

August 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 2.60 mg/l Monthly Average 
August 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 5.0 mg/l Daily Maximum 

September 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 2.30 mg/l Monthly Average 
September 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 4.30 mg/l Daily Maximum 

October 2007  E. coli 406 / 100ml 1,120 / 100ml Instantaneous Maximum 
October 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 2.70 mg/l Monthly Average 
October 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 4.50 mg/l Daily Maximum 
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Month Pollutant Effluent 
Limitation 

Value Reported 
in DMR 

Limit Type 

November 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 2.50 mg/l Monthly Average 
November 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 3.70 mg/l Daily Maximum 
December 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 2.50 mg/l Monthly Average 
December 2007 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 4.80 mg/l Daily Maximum 

January 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 30 lb/day 32 lb/day Monthly Average 
January 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 50 lb/day Daily Maximum 
January 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 4.80 mg/l Monthly Average 
January 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 7.30 mg/l Daily Maximum 

February 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 44 lb/day Daily Maximum 
February 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 4.20 mg/l Monthly Average 
February 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 6.20 mg/l Daily Maximum 

March 2008 E. coli 406 / 100ml 866 / 100ml Instantaneous Maximum 
March 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 30 lb/day 33 lb/day Monthly Average 
March 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 4.30 mg/l Monthly Average 
March 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 5.30 mg/l Daily Maximum 
April 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 45 lb/day Daily Maximum 
April 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 3.70 mg/l Monthly Average 
April 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 6.10 mg/l Daily Maximum 
May 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 3.20 mg/l Daily Maximum 
July 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 48 lb/day Daily Maximum 
July 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 2.50 mg/l Monthly Average 
July 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 7.40 mg/l Daily Maximum 

August 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 44 lb/day Daily Maximum 
August 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 3.10 mg/l Monthly Average 
August 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 6.50 mg/l Daily Maximum 

September 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 51 lb/day Daily Maximum 
September 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 4.40 mg/l Monthly Average 
September 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 7.70 mg/l Daily Maximum 

October 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 52 lb/day Daily Maximum 
October 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 4.50 mg/l Monthly Average 
October 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 7.90 mg/l Daily Maximum 

November 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 30 lb/day 33 lb/day Monthly Average 
November 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 58 lb/day Daily Maximum 
November 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 4.90 mg/l Monthly Average 
November 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 8.50 mg/l Daily Maximum 
December 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 30 lb/day 37 lb/day Monthly Average 
December 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 57 lb/day Daily Maximum 
December 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 5.40 mg/l Monthly Average 
December 2008 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 7.90 mg/l Daily Maximum 

January 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 30 lb/day 47 lb/day Monthly Average 
January 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 60 lb/day Daily Maximum 
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Month Pollutant Effluent 
Limitation 

Value Reported 
in DMR 

Limit Type 

January 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 6.40 mg/l Monthly Average 
January 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 8.60 mg/l Daily Maximum 

February 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 30 lb/day 39 lb/day Monthly Average 
February 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 59 lb/day Daily Maximum 
February 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 5.20 mg/l Monthly Average 
February 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 7.90 mg/l Daily Maximum 

March 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 30 lb/day 41 lb/day Monthly Average 
March 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 69 lb/day Daily Maximum 
March 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 4.50 mg/l Monthly Average 
March 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 6.85 mg/l Daily Maximum 
April 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 30 lb/day 35 lb/day Monthly Average 
April 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 50 lb/day Daily Maximum 
April 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 3.70 mg/l Monthly Average 
April 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 5.30 mg/l Daily Maximum 
May 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 30 lb/day 35 lb/day Monthly Average 
May 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 62 lb/day Daily Maximum 
May 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 4.10 mg/l Monthly Average 
May 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 7.80 mg/l Daily Maximum 
June 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 56 lb/day Daily Maximum 
June 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 2.20 mg/l Monthly Average 
June 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 6.70 mg/l Daily Maximum 
July 2009 E .coli 406 / 100ml 435 / 100ml Instantaneous Maximum 
July 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 47 lb/day Daily Maximum 
July 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 2.90 mg/l Monthly Average 
July 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 5.80 mg/l Daily Maximum 

August 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 30 lb/day 32 lb/day Monthly Average 
August 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 56 lb/day Daily Maximum 
August 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 4.40 mg/l Monthly Average 
August 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 7.50 mg/l Daily Maximum 

September 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 30 lb/day 33 lb/day Monthly Average 
September 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 52 lb/day Daily Maximum 
September 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 4.80 mg/l Monthly Average 
September 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 7.30 mg/l Daily Maximum 

October 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 3.40 mg/l Monthly Average 
October 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 5.20 mg/l Daily Maximum 

November 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 43 lb/day Daily Maximum 
November 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 2.70 mg/l Monthly Average 
November 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 6.40 mg/l Daily Maximum 
December 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 30 lb/day 38 lb/day Monthly Average 
December 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 59 lb/day Daily Maximum 
December 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 5.90 mg/l Monthly Average 
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Month Pollutant Effluent 
Limitation 

Value Reported 
in DMR 

Limit Type 

December 2009 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 9.30 mg/l Daily Maximum 
January 2010 nitrogen, ammonia 40 lb/day 48 lb/day Daily Maximum 
January 2010 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 3.70 mg/l Monthly Average 
January 2010 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 7.60 mg/l Daily Maximum 

February 2010 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 4.0 mg/l Monthly Average 
February 2010 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 6.0 mg/l Daily Maximum 

March 2010 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 3.20 mg/l Monthly Average 
March 2010 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 4.60 mg/l Daily Maximum 
April 2010 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 3.20 mg/l Monthly Average 
April 2010 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 4.00 mg/l Daily Maximum 
June 2010 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 2.40 mg/l Monthly Average 
June 2010 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 4.40 mg/l Daily Maximum 

January 2011 nitrogen, ammonia 2.10 mg/l 2.70 mg/l Monthly Average 
January 2011 nitrogen, ammonia 2.80 mg/l 3.50 mg/l Daily Maximum 
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